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The following is dh'ected to
. those whose Knowledge of the
Stennis Preparedness Subcom-
mittee Report ‘on the Cuban
- military bulldup is limited to
the information contained in
the recent letter of Congress-
i man Stratton. They may well
. be confused about the findings
| of this Subcommittee.
The Stennis Subcommittee

“ unanimously reported that the

intelligence agencies did a

", “creditable job” in collecting

. information on the military
{ buildup beginning last July,
but that scveral “substantial
| errors” were made in the eval-
uation of information, The
. following errors were cited in
. the report:
‘ . . . the numbet of Soviet
- troops in Cuba was substanti-
- ally undcrestimated . . " -
“. . . indications that stra-
. tegic missiles were being in-
" stalled were not given proper
~weight .
. “There also appeared to be
a tendency . . . to discredit
* and downgrade refugee and,
i exile reports.”
. . the analysts were
’ strongly irfluenced by their
philosophical judgment that it
would be contrary to Soviet
policy to introduce strategic
missiles into Cuba.”

I tyree with Congressman
Stredfon that it s unfair to lay
the 1/.ame for errors on the en-
tire: Jritelligence community, I
thlr/k it is important to find
ouf; ‘whose preconception that
thif Soviet Unfon would never
Irfpoduce strategic missiles in-
£y Cuba led the Administra-

#lon 10 downgrade credible re-

<+ Wutts and to deny until Oect.

/1120, 1982,

that such missiles
[ wele thc:e

11 view of the fact that John
McCone reported on Aug. 10,
1962, his belief that the Soviet
Union was preparing to intro-

7'} duce such missiles into Cuba,
$17 it Is impossible to understand

Ny some clung to a belief

about Soviet behavior that

proved to be tragically false.

McGeorge Bundy, Special
Assistant {0 the President for
National Security, told the Na-
tion on Oct. 14, 1962, by tele-
© vision:

“I know there is no present
evidenre, and 1 think there is
no present likelihoed that the

}f ('ubans and the Cuban gov-

ernment and the Soviet gov-

’t' .
hours before Mr. Bundy lpoke
photographs of medium-range
misgile sites had been taken in
the San Cristobal area. Mr,
Bundy could not have known
for sure what these photo-
graphs were fo reveal. But,
for at least three weeks before
Oct, 14, there was evidence of
the presence of strateglc mis-
siles in Cuba—evidence which -
identified their locatlon and l
directed the flight of Oct. 14
to the very area which yielded
the photographie proof.

Further, tive days before Mr.
Bundy's television appearance,
our intelligence had positively
established by photographic
evidence the presence in Cuba
of an offensive capability in
the form of the Soviet bomber,
the IL-28. This fact was made
known to the Nation by Secre- .
tary McNamara in his telethon
of Feb. 6, 1063. I

What the Stennis Subcom-
Inittee report establishes be-
yond doubt is that the Admin-
istration was guilty of misin- ;
forming the public last Sep-
tember and October. &

Some instances of misinfor- ;-
mation are listed in the Ap- .°
pendix to the Report of the *
House Republican Specisl Sub- .-
committee on Cuba atd: Sub- :
version in the Westerm ‘{erl- -
sphere

That the Admhﬂstmﬂa.
in possession of informy
that shotild have comm% \

(even to McGeorge Bun
high degree of credibility '
strategic missiles were %\
Cuba before the photograp
of Oct. 14 were taken, is mad&‘\{®
quite clear by the Stennis ye- - \:
port.

There can be no doubt that

there was an intelligence fail- :| P\

ure in respect to Cuba last fall,
This Natlon cannot afford to :
run the risks of another such
failure. Consequently, it Is to “}
be hoped that the Stennis Sub- “}
committee’s subsequent rpe- i\
ports will more clearly pin- °
point responsibility for failure,
both in and out of the intelli- ‘1 f
gence community, and also ab- (j\?
solve from unjust suspicion
those who cannot be charged
with the errors cited In the
Subcommittee's first report.
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